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GP8 Public Meeting Notes 
5/3/2016 

 

 Question: Is a city covered for the entire 5 years for water line flushing?   
o Answer: Yes 

 

 Question: If an entity is going to discharge from a hydrostatic tank, how will they get this permit? 
o Answer: Most dischargers just need to know that that permit exists and follow it; most dischargers will 

not need to submit anything 
 

 Question: does the water for ballasting have to be new?  During a flood, someone might want to ballast 
their tank ASAP, and they water they use might not be new 
o Answer: we assume it is not always an new vessel for hydrostatic; we can change the language 

regarding ballasting a new water 
 

 Question: Do the eligibility criteria apply to discharges to ground surface? 
o Answer: the eligibility criteria is the same for surface water and for ground surface in GP8; the 

difference is the NOI requirements 
 

 DNR welcomes comments on the thresholds; we are trying to get to the very large dischargers or those 
with unique chemicals; if you add anything other than the standard dechlorination chemicals, you need to 
submit an NOI 
 

 Question: so if your discharge is less than 1 million gallons, you don’t need an NOI?   
o Answer: correct 

 

 Question: what if you are flushing and discharging iron? 
o Answer: that depends; the WQS is 1 mg/l; we will discuss this further and see what can be done for 

iron discharges from water line flushing 
 

 Question: will you incorporate the limits for surface water discharge for ground water discharge? 
o Answer: right now, the eligibility criteria applies to both surface and ground water 
o Comment: that language on this in the permit needs clarification 
o Response: DNR will look and see if anything needs to be done regarding specific eligibility criteria for 

discharges to the ground surface; we will keep thinking about this, but we don’t have good 
groundwater numbers 
 

 Question: is temporary and limited always 90 days 
o Answer: yes, if the discharge is more than 90 days, it is not temporary and limited 

 

 Question: does a water main break fall under unanticipated discharge? 
o Answer: the way the permit is written, it does, but we will discuss this with water supply and the FO 

and see if water main breaks are covered somewhere else; water main breaks might not need 
coverage under this permit; DNR will look into this 
 

 Question: do we have to report incidences over a certain volume for a water main break? 
o Answer: the recordkeeping section addresses what information needs to be kept for unanticipated 

discharges; we will look into what needs to be done for water main breaks; we did not intend to cover 
water main breaks, just line flushing 
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 Comment: hydrant flushing could violate the iron criteria; right as you start the flushing, the iron can be 
high 
o Response: the eligibility criteria are the average concentration over the discharge period, they are not 

a maximum; would this address the issue with iron in the hydrant flushing? 
o Comment: we don’t know 
o Response: we will discuss this with water supply 

 

 Question: where is the temporary and limited info? 
o Answer: there is a rule-referenced document on our website; it is available on the antidegradation site 

on our webpage, and we can put a short version of this on the GP8 webpage as well 
 

 Question: eligibility criteria for D, is there is reason that the 9.5 pH for drinking water in #1 is not continued 
on to #2 and #3? 
o Answer: we think this is an oversight 

 

 Question: what is hopeful adoption date? 
o Answer: we are hoping for early next year, but there are many steps to go through before we issue the 

permit and there are many steps that have no time limits; contact the governor’s office or your 
legislature if you are interested in having this rulemaking to move faster 
 

 Question: so right now, these discharges are illegal? 
o Answer: yes, because these discharges right now would require an individual permit 

 

 Question: what about BMPs for other GPs? 
o Answer: BMP plans for GP8, GP9 and GP6 can be combined 

 

 Question: the concentration in eligibility criteria, do you have to demonstrate this at the end of the pipe or 
at the point where the discharge hits the stream? 
o Answer: we intended that it would be where the discharge reaches the stream; we will have to make 

sure this is clear 
 

 Question: how will this apply to water tower cleanings?  There is always a bit of sludge on the bottom that 
comes out 
o Answer: is there any way to dispose of the water with the sludge differently, when it looks like 

eligibility criteria might be violated? 
o Comment: possibly; you could divert the discharge to the sanitary sewer if one is available, but that 

would not work in rural areas; maybe we could have a storage pit; the discharge can be over one part 
per million near the end; the water tower is just flushed to the ground 

o Response: The eligibility criteria only apply if the discharge is reaching surface water 
 

 Question: have the stream classifications changed recently? 
o Answer: the big stream classifications have been done, but the small drainage ditches have not been 

reclassified, but the general permit has to cover the A1, B(WW)1 water 
 

 


